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FINITE TIME BLOW UP FOR SYSTEMS OF WAVE

EQUATIONS WITH MULTIPLE SPEEDS POSED ON

ASYMPTOTICALLY EUCLIDEAN MANIFOLD

MENGYUN LIU

Abstract. In this work, we study the finite time blow-up phenomenon of
three types of semilinear wave systems with multiple speeds, posed on asymp-
totically Euclidean manifolds. We establish the upper bound estimates for
the lifespan of solutions when the spatial dimension n ≥ 2. In particular, for
system related to the Glassey conjecture, we obtained the finite time blow up
results under a new curve. This new curve is sharp at least for n = 3.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we study the finite time blow up phenomenon of three kinds of
semilinear wave systems with multiple speeds, posed on asymptotically Euclidean
(Riemannian) manifold (Rn, g) with n ≥ 2. Before preceding, we give the definition
of asymptotically Euclidean. We mean that (Rn, g) is certain perturbation of the
Euclidean space (Rn, g0). More precisely, we assume g can be decomposed as

g = g1 + g2 ,(1.1)

where g1 is a spherical symmetric, long range perturbation of g0, and g2 is an
exponential (short range) perturbation. By definition, there exists polar coordinates
(r, ω) for (Rn, g1), in which we can write

(1.2) g1 = K2(r)dr2 + r2dω2 ,

where dω2 is the standard metric on the unit sphere Sn−1, and

(1.3) |∂mr (K − 1)|.〈r〉−m−ρ,m = 0, 1, 2.

for some given constant ρ > 0. Here and in what follows, 〈x〉 =
√
1 + |x|2, and

we use A.B (A & B) to stand for A ≤ CB (A ≥ CB) where the constant C may
change from line to line. Equipped with the coordinates x = rω, we have

g = gjk(x)dx
jdxk ≡

n∑

j,k=1

gjk(x)dx
jdxk , g2 = g2,jk(x)dx

jdxk ,

where we have used the convention that Latin indices j, k range from 1 to n and the
Einstein summation convention for repeated upper and lower indices. Concerning
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g2, we assume it is an exponential (short range) perturbation of g1, that is, there
exists β > 0 so that

(1.4) |∇g2,jk|+ |g2,jk|.e
−β

∫ r
0
K(τ)dτ , |∇2g2,jk|.1 .

By asymptotically Euclidean and Riemannian assumption, it is clear that there
exists a constant δ0 ∈ (0, 1) such that

(1.5) δ0|ξ|
2 ≤ gjkξjξk ≤ δ−1

0 |ξ|2, ∀ ξ ∈ R
n, K ∈ (δ0, 1/δ0) .

The first kind of system that we studied is semilinear wave equation related
to the Strauss conjecture. More precisely, we consider the following system with
multiple speeds posed on asymptotically Euclidean manifolds (1.1)-(1.5).

(1.6)





∂2t u− c2∆gu = |v|p , (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× Rn ,

∂2t v −∆gv = |u|q ,

u(0, x) = εu0(x), ut(0, x) = εu1(x)

v(0, x) = εv0(x), vt(0, x) = εv1(x)

Here 1 < p, q ∈ R, 0 < c ∈ R, (u0, u1), (v0, v1) ∈ C∞
c (Rn) and the small parameter

ε > 0 measures the size of the data. As usual, to show blow up, we assume both
(u0, u1) and (v0, v1) are nontrivial, nonnegative and supported in BR := {x ∈ Rn :
|x| = r ≤ R} for some R > 0. It has been well investigated that the critical exponet
pS(n) to Strauss problem

∂2t u−∆u = |u|p ,

is the positive root of the equation

(n− 1)p2 − (n+ 1)p− 2 = 0 .

As a natural generalization, there is interest in determining whether a critical curve
exists for the corresponding system (1.6).

When c = 1 and g = g0, the critical curve has been well studied by Santo-
Georgiev-Mitidieri [18]. They showed that the curve

ΓSS(p, q, n) := max{
p+ 2 + q−1

pq − 1
,
q + 2 + p−1

pq − 1
} −

n− 1

2
= 0 , n ≥ 2 ,

plays the same role of pS(n) to Strauss problem at least in a neighborhood of
(pS(n), pS(n)). More precisely, they obtained the finite time blow up results when
ΓSS(p, q, n) > 0, n ≥ 1 and the global existence when ΓSS(p, q, n) < 0 , n ≥ 2 under
some additional restriction on p, q. See also [16] for case n = 3 and blow up result
in [4]. For the critical case ΓSS(p, q, n) = 0, it has also been proved there is no
global existence in low space dimensions. See [17], [1], [11] [10] for n = 3 and [10]
for n = 2. Recently, Ikeda-Sobojima-Wakasa [8] obtained upper bound estimates
of the lifespan when ΓSS(p, q, n) ≥ 0 , n ≥ 2 .

When the propagation speeds are different, that is c 6= 1, the existing results are
all in low dimensional Euclidean space g = g0. If p ≤ q, it is easy to see that

ΓSS(p, q, n) =
q + 2 + p−1

pq − 1
−
n− 1

2
= 0 ,

in which case Kubo-Ohta [11], [12] proved that the critical curve is still ΓSS(p, q, n) =
0 in low dimensions n = 2, 3. More precisly, they obtained the global existence when
ΓSS(p, q, n) < 0 and the finite time blow up results when ΓSS(p, q, n) ≥ 0. To the
best of the authors’ knowledge, there is no results for higher dimensions. In this
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paper, we obtain the finite time blow up results with ΓSS(p, q, n) > 0, n ≥ 2 as well
as upper bound estimates of the lifespan, to system (1.6), for any c > 0, posed on
asymptotically Euclidean manifolds.

For the strategy of proof, we turn the systems into ODE systems by defining
suitable functionals. For those ODE systems, we apply iteration methods to give
upper bound estimates of the lifespan. The main innovation is the existence of a
class of generalized “eigenfunctions” for the Laplace-Beltrami operator, ∆gφλ =
λ2φλ, with small parameter λ ∈ (0, λ0) and desired asymptotical behavior, see
Lemma 2.1. As usual, to show blow up, we need the solution to satisfy finite speed
of propagation. For the linear equation ∂2t u − ∆g1u = 0, with compacted initial
data, the support of solution u satisfies

(1.7) suppu ⊂ {(t, x);

∫ |x|

0

K(τ)dτ ≤ t+R1} .

As g2 is short-range perturbation, which does not affect speed of propagation too

much, we still have (1.7) to ∂2t u−∆gu = 0, for some R1 ≥
∫ R0

0 K(τ)dτ . Hence we
assume the support of the solutions to system (1.6) satisfies

{
suppu ⊂ D1 =: {(t, x);

∫ |x|

0 K(τ)dτ ≤ ct+R1} ,

supp v ⊂ D2 =: {(t, x);
∫ |x|

0 K(τ)dτ ≤ t+R1} .
(1.8)

Theorem 1.1. Let n ≥ 2, 0 < c ∈ R and ΓSS(p, q, n) > 0. Consider the system

(1.6) posed on asymptotically Euclidean manifolds (1.1)-(1.5). Assuming that the

data are nontrivial and satisfying
{∫

uidvg > 0 ,
∫
Rn u0φλ(x)dvg > 0 ,

∫
Rn(u1 − cλu0)φλ(x)dvg > 0 ,∫

vidvg > 0 ,
∫
Rn v0φλ(x)dvg > 0 ,

∫
Rn(v1 − λv0)φλ(x)dvg > 0 ,

(1.9)

where i = 0, 1. Suppose it has a weak solution u, v ∈ C2([0, Tε);D
′(Rn)) with

|v|p, |u|q ∈ C([0, Tε);D
′(Rn)) and satisfying (1.8). Then there exist a constant

ε0 > 0, such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0), the solution will blow up at finite time.

Moreover, we have the following estimate for the lifespan Tε

Tε . ε−ΓSS(p,q,n)
−1

.

Remark 1.1. Kubo-Ohta [11], [12] proved that the critical curve is ΓSS(p, q, n) = 0
in low dimensions n = 2, 3 whenever 0 < c ∈ R. Based on our result, it is very
natural to conjecture that for any c > 0 and n ≥ 2, the critical curve to (1.6) is
ΓSS(p, q, n) = 0.

The second kind of system that we considered is closely related to the Glassey
conjecture.

(1.10)






∂2t u− c2∆gu = |vt|
p , (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× Rn ,

∂2t v −∆gv = |ut|
q ,

u(0, x) = εu0(x), ut(0, x) = εu1(x)

v(0, x) = εv0(x), vt(0, x) = εv1(x)

Similarly, we assume (u0, u1), (v0, v1) ∈ C∞
c (Rn) and they are nontrivial, nonnega-

tive and supported in BR. It well known that the critical exponent to

∂2t u−∆u = |ut|
p ,



4 MENGYUN LIU

c 6= 1

c = 1 p = q

(1, 1)

2

2 3

q

p

n = 3, p ≤ q

is pG(n) = 1+2/(n− 1). It is also interesting to determine the critical curve of the
corresponding system (1.10).

When c = 1 and g = g0, Deng [4] has obtained the blow up results of system
(1.10) under the condition

1 < pq <∞ ,





1 ≤ p <∞ , n = 1 ,

1 < p ≤ 2 , n = 2 ,

p = 1, n = 3 ,

and

1 < pq ≤
(n+ 1)p

(n− 1)p− 2
,






2 < p ≤ 3 , n = 2 ,

1 < p ≤ 2 , n = 3 ,

1 < p ≤ n+1
n−1 , n ≥ 4 .

Recently, Ikeda-Sobojima-Wakasa [8] obtained the upper bound estimates of lifes-
pan on a larger range (except n = 1)

(1.11) ΓGG(p, q, n) := max{
p+ 1

pq − 1
,
q + 1

pq − 1
} −

n− 1

2
≥ 0 , p, q > 1 , n ≥ 2 .

For global existence, Kubo-Kubota-Sunagawa [6] obtained the radially symmetric
global solution in three spatial dimensions under the conditions

(1.12)
q + 1

pq − 1
< 1 , 1 < p ≤ q , n = 3 .

It can be observed that the condition ΓGG(p, q, n) ≥ 0 is sharp, at least for n = 3.
However, when the wave speed c 6= 1, the critical curve of (1.10) has the poten-

tial to change. Kubo-Kubota-Sunagawa [6] obtained the radially symmetric global
solution when g = g0 and

(1.13)
q

pq − 1
< 1 , 1 < p ≤ q , n = 3 .

Compare with (1.12) (see figure 1), we are convinced that the wave speed does
effect the critical curve of (1.10). For the blow up part, there is few results. Xu
[19] obtained the blow up results under the condition

(1.14)
p+ q + 2

pq − 1
≥ 2n ,

when g = g0. We can see that there is a gap between (1.14) and (1.13) when n = 3.
In this work, we fill the gap and find that the weak solution of system (1.10) under
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the condition

(1.15) Γ∗
GG(p, q, n) = max{

p

pq − 1
,

q

pq − 1
} −

n− 1

2
> 0 , n ≥ 2 ,

will blow up at finite time whenever c 6= 1.

Theorem 1.2. Let n ≥ 2, 0 < c ∈ R and

(1.16)

{
Γ∗
GG(p, q, n) > 0 , c 6= 1 ,

ΓGG(p, q, n) > 0 , c = 1 .

Consider the system (1.10) posed on asymptotically Euclidean manifolds (1.1)-(1.5).
Assuming that the data are nontrivial and satisfying

{∫
Rn(u1 − cλu0)φλ(x)dvg > 0 ,∫
Rn(v1 − λv0)φλ(x)dvg > 0 .

(1.17)

Suppose it has a weak solution u, v ∈ C2([0, Tε);D
′(Rn)) with |vt|

p, |ut|
q∈ C([0, Tε);D

′(Rn))
and satisfying (1.8). Then there exists a constant ε0 > 0, such that for any

ε ∈ (0, ε0), the solutions will blow up at finite time. Moreover, we have the es-

timate for the lifespan Tε

Tε .

{
ε−ΓGG(q,p,n)−1

, c = 1 ,

ε−Γ∗
GG(p,q,n)−1

, c 6= 1 .
(1.18)

Remark 1.2. Based on the work of Kubo-Kubota-Sunagawa [6], we conjecture
that the critical curve to system (1.6) is Γ∗

GG(p, q, n) = 0 whenever c 6= 1.

The last kind of system that we studied is related to both the Strauss conjecture
and the Glassey conjecture. More precisely, we consider the following system

(1.19)






∂2t u− c2∆gu = |v|p , (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× Rn ,

∂2t v −∆gv = |ut|
q , (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× Rn ,

u(0, x) = εu0(x), ut(0, x) = εu1(x) ,

v(0, x) = εv0(x), vt(0, x) = εv1(x) .

When c = 1 and g = g0, Hidano-Yokoyama [5] obtained the finite time blow up
result when

p+ 1 + q−1

pq − 1
−
n− 1

2
> 0 , q < 2n/(n− 1) , n ≥ 2 .

Later, Ikeda-Sobojima-Wakasa [8] obtained the finite time blow up as well as the
upper bound estimates of lifespan on a larger range

(1.20) ΓSG(p, q, n) := max{
p+ 1+ q−1

pq − 1
,
2 + p−1

pq − 1
} −

n− 1

2
≥ 0 , n ≥ 2 .

Dai-Fang-Wang [3] showed that there are no global weak solutions of (1.19) when

(1.21)
q + 1

pq − 1
−
n− 1

2
> 0 ,

(n− 1)(p− 1)

2
< 1 , n ≥ 2 ,

and the global existence in three dimension with

q + 1 + 1/(pq)

pq − 1
< 1 , 1 < p < 2, 2 < q < 3 , n = 3 .
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To the best of the author’s knowledge, there are no results for multiple speeds cases.
In this paper, we obtained the blow up results of system (1.19) with

{
M(p, q, n) := min{ΓGG(p, q, n) ,ΓSG(p, q, n)} > 0 , c = 1 ,

M∗(p, q, n) := min{Γ∗
GG(p, q, n),ΓSG(p, q, n)} > 0 , c 6= 1 .

Theorem 1.3. Let n ≥ 2, 0 < c ∈ R and

(1.22)

{
M(p, q, n) > 0 , c = 1 ,

M∗(p, q, n) > 0 , c 6= 1 .

Consider the system (1.19) posed on asymptotically Euclidean manifolds (1.1)-(1.5).
Assuming that the data are nontrivial satisfying

{∫
uidvg > 0 ,

∫
Rn u0φλ(x)dvg > 0 ,

∫
Rn(u1 − cλu0)φλ(x)dvg > 0 ,∫

vidvg > 0 ,
∫
Rn v0φλ(x)dvg > 0 ,

∫
Rn(v1 − λv0)φλ(x)dvg > 0 ,

(1.23)

where i = 0, 1. Suppose it has a weak solution u, v ∈ C2([0, Tε);D
′(Rn)) with

|v|p, |ut|
q ∈ C([0, Tε);D

′(Rn)) and satisfying (1.8). Then there exists a constant

ε0 > 0, such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0), the solutions will blow up at finite time.

Moreover, we have the estimate for the lifespan Tε

Tε .

{
ε−M(q,p,n)−1

,M(p, q, n) > 0 , c = 1 ,

ε−M∗(q,p,n)−1

,M∗(p, q, n) > 0 , c 6= 1 .

Outline. Our paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we list the existence
results of special solutions for the elliptic “eigenvalue” problems (2.1), with certain
asymptotic behavior. These solutions play important role in constructing the test
functions and the proof of blow up results. Moreover, we list a Lemma in [18] for
ODE system which can be viewed as a vector version of Kato type Lemma. In
Sections 3-5, we give the proof of Theorems 1.1-1.3 by applying iteration method
(see, e.g., [13]).

2. Preliminary

In this section, we list some Lemmas we shall use later. We first construct special
positive standing wave solutions, of the form

ψ1(t, x) = e−cλtφλ(x), ψ2(t, x) = e−λtφλ(x) ,

to the linear problem,

∂2t u− c2∆gu = 0 , ∂2t v −∆gv = 0 ,

with the desired asymptotic behavior. In turn, it is reduced to constructing solu-
tions to certain elliptic “eigenvalue” problems:

(2.1) ∆gφλ = λ2φλ .

These solutions will play a key role in the construction of the test functions.

Lemma 2.1 (Lemma 3.1 in [14] ). Let n ≥ 2 and (Rn, g) be asymptotically Eu-

clidean manifold with (1.1)-(1.5). Then there exist λ0, c0 > 0 such that for any

0 < λ ≤ λ0, there is a solution of (2.1) satisfying

(2.2) c0 < φλ(x) < c−1
0 〈λr〉−

n−1
2 eλ

∫
r
0
K(τ)dτ .
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With the asymptotic behavior of φλ in hand, we could have the following esti-
mates for ψ1, ψ2.

Lemma 2.2. Let n ≥ 2, p, q > 1. Then we have
∫

Di

ψp
i dvg . (t+ 1)n−1−n−1

2 p , i = 1, 2 ,

∫

D2

ψ
− p′

p

1 ψp′

2 dvg .e
λ(c−1)t

p−1 (t+ 1)
n−1
2 ,

∫

D1

ψ
− q′

q

2 ψq′

1 dvg . e
λ(1−c)t

q−1 (t+ 1)
n−1
2 .

Proof. We only give a short proof of the second inequality since others follow the
same way.

∫

D2

ψ
− p′

p

1 ψp′

2 dvg = e
λt(c−p)

p−1

∫

D2

φλ(x)dvg = e
λ(c−1)t

p−1

∫

D2

e−λtφλdvg .

Then by Lemma 3.2 in [15] (with q = 1), we have that
∫

D2

e−λtφλdvg . (t+ 1)
n−1
2 ,

which complete the proof. For the reader’s convenience, we present a proof here.
We divide the region D2 into two disjoint parts: D2 = N1 ∪N2 where

N1 = {(t, x);

∫ |x|

0

K(τ)dτ ≤
t+R1

2
} .

For the region N1, we have
∫

N1

φλdvg.e
−λt

∫

N1

(1 + λ|x|)−
n−1
2 eλ

∫ |x|
0 K(τ)dτdvg .

Let r̃ =
∫ |x|

0
K(τ)dτ , then dr̃ = K(r)dr and δ0r ≤ r̃ ≤ r/δ0 since K ∈ [δ0, 1/δ0].

Then we get

∫

N1

φλdvg.e
−λt

∫ t+R1
2

0

(1 + r̃)n−1−n−1
2 eλr̃dr̃

.e−λt

∫ t+R1
2

0

e
3
2λr̃dr̃

.e−
λ
4 t.(1 + t)

n−1
2 ,

where we have used the fact that e−t decays faster than any polynomial. For the
region N2, it is easy to see

∫

N2

φλdvg.e
−λt

∫ t+R1

t+R1
2

eλr̃(1 + r̃)n−1−n−1
2 dr̃

.(1 + t)
n−1
2

∫ t+R1

t+R1
2

eλr̃−λtdr̃

.(1 + t)
n−1
2 .

�
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At the end of this section, we list a Lemma for ODE systems to blow up in finite
time. This Lemma can be viewed as a vector version of the Kato type Lemma.

Lemma 2.3 (Lemma 2.1 in [18]). Let a, b ∈ [0,∞] with a < b and M(t), N(t) ∈
C([a, b];R). Suppose that for all t ∈ [a, b], we have





M(t) ≥ C(t+R) ,

N(t) ≥ C(t+R)s ,

M ′′(t) ≥ C(t+R)−α(N(t))e ,

N ′′(t) ≥ C(t+R)−β(M(t))l ,

(2.3)

where C,R > 0, s ≥ 1, α, β > 0, e, l > 0. Moreover, if el > 1 and

l(α− 2) + β − 2 < s(el− 1) ,

then b <∞.

3. Proof of Theorems 1.1

In this section, we give the proof the Theorem 1.1. Without loss of generality,
we assume 0 < c ≤ 1. In this case, we see that D1 ⊂ D2. We first define functionals

F (t) =

∫

D2

udvg , G(t) =

∫

D2

vdvg .

Then by the system (1.6), we know that

F ′′(t)1 =

∫

D2

|v|pdvg , G
′′(t) =

∫

D2

|u|qdvg .

To connect F ′′, G′′ with F , G, we apply Hölder’s inequality to get

F ′′ =

∫

D2

|v|pdvg &

( ∫
D2
vdvg

)p

(t+ 1)n(p−1)
, G′′ =

∫

D2

|u|qdvg &

( ∫
D2
udvg

)q

(t+ 1)n(q−1)

Hence we can get the following ODE system

(3.1) F ′′ ≥ c0
Gp

(t+ 1)n(p−1)
, G′′ ≥ c1

F q

(t+ 1)n(q−1)
,

for some constants c0, c1 > 0. By the assumption (1.9) on the initial data, we have
the lower bound of F , G

(3.2) F (t) & ε(t+ 1) , G & ε(t+ 1), t > 0 .

Define auxiliary functions

H1(t) =

∫

D1

uψ1dvg , H2(t) =

∫

D2

vψ2dvg .

We will see that the lower bound of F , G could be improved to

(3.3) F (t) & εp(t+ 1)n+1−n−1
2 p , G(t) & εq(t+ 1)n+1−n−1

2 q , t > 0 ,

under the condition

n−
n− 1

2
p > 0 , n−

n− 1

2
q > 0 .

1Note that u|∂D1
= 0, hence u|∂D2

= 0.
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In fact, by (1.6), we have

H ′′
2 + 2λH ′

2 =

∫

D2

|u|qψ2dvg ≥ 0 ,

thus by the assumption (1.9) on the initial data ,

H ′
2(t) ≥ e−2λtH ′

2(0) ≥ 0 , H2(t) ≥ H2(0) & ε .

By applying Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 2.2, we get

ε.H2.
( ∫

D2

|v|pdvg

)1/p(∫

D2

|ψ2|
p′

dvg

)1/p′

.
( ∫

D2

|v|pdvg

)1/p(
(t+ 1)n−1−n−1

2 p′
)1/p′

.

Then

F ′′ =

∫

D2

|v|pdvg & εp(t+ 1)n−1−n−1
2 p .

Similarly, we see that

H ′′
1 + 2λcH ′

1 =

∫

D1

|v|qψ1dvg ≥ 0 ,

thus

H ′
1(t) ≥ e−2λtH ′

1(0) ≥ 0 , H1(t) ≥ H1(0) & ε .

By applying Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 2.2, we get

ε.H1.
(∫

D1

|u|qdvg

)1/q( ∫

D1

|ψ1|
q′dvg

)1/p′

.
(∫

D1

|u|qdvg

)1/q(
(t+ 1)n−1−n−1

2 q′
)1/q′

,

which yields

G′′ =

∫

D2

|u|qdvg ≥

∫

D1

|u|qdvg & εq(t+ 1)n−1−n−1
2 q .

Hence, we could integrate the above inequalities twice to get (3.3).
Applying Lemma 2.3 to (3.1) and (3.3), we know that the solutions will blow up

if ΓSS(p, q, n) > 0. In fact, by the second inequality of (3.1), we have

G(t) & (t+ 1)

(
n+1−n−1

2 p
)
q−n(q−1)+2 .

Heuristically, the lower bound of F could be improved by the first inequality of
(3.1) if

((
n+ 1−

n− 1

2
p
)
q − n(q − 1) + 2

)
p− n(p− 1) + 2 > n+ 1−

n− 1

2
p ,

similarly, the lower bound of G could be improved if
((
n+ 1−

n− 1

2
q
)
p− n(p− 1) + 2

)
q − n(q − 1) + 2 > n+ 1−

n− 1

2
q ,

that is ΓSS(p, q, n) > 0. Without loss of generality, we assume p ≤ q and in this
case

(3.4) ΓSS(p, q, n) =
p−1 + q + 2

pq − 1
−
n− 1

2
> 0 .
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To get the upper bound lifespan estimates, we apply iteration method and we will
see that there exists ε0 > 0 such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0), we have the lower bound
of F , G by some sequences

F ≥ Aj(t+ 1)aj , G ≥ Bj(t+ 1)bj , j ∈ N ,

with initial lower bound

A1 = εp , a1 = n+ 1−
n− 1

2
p .

In fact, by putting the lower bound of F to the second inequality of (3.1), we have

G′′ ≥ c1A
q
1(t+ 1)qa1−n(q−1) = c1ε

pq(t+ 1)qa1−n(q−1) .

Note that G(0), G′(0) ∼ ε, then we have

G′ ≥
c1ε

pq

qa1 − n(q − 1) + 1
(t+ 1)qa1−n(q−1)+1 −

c1ε
pq

qa1 − n(q − 1) + 1
+G′(0)

≥
c1ε

pq

qa1 − n(q − 1) + 1
(t+ 1)qa1−n(q−1)+1 ,

and

G ≥
c1ε

pq(t+ 1)qa1−n(q−1)+2

(
qa1 − n(q − 1) + 1

)(
qa1 − n(q − 1) + 2

)

if we take ε small enough. Hence we obtain that

B1 =
c1ε

pq

b1
(
b1 − 1

) , b1 = qa1 − n(q − 1) + 2 ,

and then we use above to get A2, a2 by the first inequality of (3.1). Following this
iteration way, we can obtain the following iteration equation





Aj =
c0B

p
j−1

(aj−1)aj
, aj = pbj−1 − n(p− 1) + 2 , j ≥ 2

Bj =
c1A

q
j

(bj−1)bj
, bj = qaj − n(q − 1) + 2 , j ≥ 1

(3.5)

if we have

(3.6) (aj + 1)Aj ≤ ε , (bj + 1)Bj ≤ ε , ∀j ∈ N .

In fact, by (3.5) we get that

bj =
(p−1 + q + 2

pq − 1
−
n− 1

2

)
(pq)j + n−

2q + 2

pq − 1
.

Since bj and aj are increasing to ∞ as j → ∞, there exists N0 > 0 such that
aj, bj ≥ 2 for any j ≥ N0. Thus we have




(bj + 1)Bj =

c1A
q
j

(bj−1)bj
+

c1A
q
j

(bj−1) ≤ 2c1A
q
j ≤ 2c1c

q
0B

pq
j−1 , j ≥ N0 + 1 ,

(aj + 1)Aj =
c0B

p
j−1

(aj−1)aj
+

c0B
p
j−1

(aj−1) ≤ 2c0B
p
j−1 ≤ 2c0c

p
1A

pq
j−1 , j ≥ N0 + 1 .

(3.7)

For j ≤ N0, we take ε0 small enough such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0), we have

(3.8) (bj + 1)Bj + (aj + 1)Aj ≤
ε

2c0c
p
1 + 2c1c

q
0 + 1

.

Combine (3.8) and (3.7), we get (3.6).
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For the coefficient Bj , it is easy to see that

Bj =
c1c

q
0B

pq
j−1(

(aj − 1)aj
)q
(bj − 1)bj

≥
c1c

q
0B

pq
j−1(

pbj + 2
)2q+2 ≥

MBpq
j−1

(pq)j(2q+2)
,

where

M = c1c
q
0

(
2 +

n+ 1

2
p+

1 + pq + 2p

pq − 1

)−(2q+2)

.

Hence we get

lnBj ≥ (pq) lnBj−1 + lnM − j(2q + 2) ln(pq)

≥ (pq)2 lnBj−2 + (pq + 1) lnM −
(
pq(j − 1) + j

)
(2q + 2) ln(pq)

≥ (pq)j−1 lnB1 − (pq)j−1

j−1∑

k=1

(k + 1)(2q + 2) ln(pq)− lnM

(pq)k
.

Note that the series is convergence, that is

S(∞) =

∞∑

k=1

(k + 1)(2q + 2) ln(pq) + | lnM |

(pq)k
<∞ .

Then we have

lnBj ≥ (pq)j−1(lnB1 − S(∞)) .

Thus

G ≥ Bj(t+ 1)bj

≥ e
(pq)j−1

(
lnB1−S(∞)+

(
2q+2
pq−1+q+2−n−1

2 pq
)
ln(t+1)

)

e(n−
2q+2
pq−1 ) ln(t+1) , ∀j ∈ N ,

which yields the lifespan estimate

Tε. ε−
(

q+2+p−1

pq−1 −n−1
2

)−1

.

Similarly, if we assume p ≥ q that is

ΓSS(p, q, n) =
q−1 + p+ 2

pq − 1
−
n− 1

2
> 0 ,

and start the iteration with B1 = εq , b1 = n+ 1− n−1
2 q, we will have that

Tε. ε−
(

p+2+q−1

pq−1 −n−1
2

)−1

.

Hence, we obtain the lifespan estimate

Tε . ε−ΓSS(p,q,n)
−1

.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.2

Without loss of generality, we assume 0 < c ≤ 1. In this case, we see that
D1 ⊂ D2. We first define functionals

(4.1) F (t) =

∫

D2

(
utψ1 + cλuψ1

)
dvg , G(t) =

∫

D2

(
vtψ2 + λvψ2

)
dvg .

Then by the system (1.10), we have

(4.2) F ′(t) =

∫

D2

|vt|
pψ1dvg , G

′(t) =

∫

D2

|ut|
qψ2dvg .
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In order to relate F ′ with G, we let H1(t) =
∫
D2
utψ1dvg and it is easy to check

that

(2H1 − F )′ + 2cλ(2H1 − F ) =

∫

D2

|vt|
pψ1dvg ≥ 0 ,

thus by the assumption on the initial data (1.17), we have

(2H1 − F )(t) ≥ (2H1 − F )(0) ≥ 0 ,

which yields
F

2
≤ H1(t) =

∫

D2

utψ1dvg .

Similarly, let H2 =
∫
D2
vtψ2dvg, we can get

G

2
≤ H2(t) =

∫

D2

vtψ2dvg .

Recall that the support of u is on D1 by (1.8), so H1(t) =
∫
D1
utψ1dvg. By applying

Hölder’s inequality to H1 and H2, we have

∫

D2

|vt|
pψ1dvg &

( ∫
D2
vtψ2dvg

)p

( ∫
D2
ψ
− p′

p

1 ψp′

2 dvg

)p/p′ &
Hp

2( ∫
D2
ψ
− p′

p

1 ψp′

2 dvg

)p/p′ ,

∫

D1

|ut|
qψ2dvg &

( ∫
D1
utψ1dvg

)q

( ∫
D1
ψ
− q′

q

2 ψq′

1 dvg

)q/q′
&

Hq
1( ∫

D1
ψ
− q′

q

2 ψq′

1 dvg

)q/q′
.

4.1. c = 1. When c = 1, we have D = D1 = D2, by Lemma 2.2,
(∫

D2

ψ
− p′

p

1 ψp′

2 dvg

)p/p′

& (t+ 1)(n−1)(p−1)/2 ,

(∫

D2

ψ
− q′

q

2 ψq′

1 dvg

)q/q′

& (t+ 1)(n−1)(q−1)/2 .

Thus we get the following ODE system

(4.3)






F ′(t) ≥ c0|G|p

(t+1)
(n−1)(p−1)

2

, F (0) ≥ c0ε

G′(t) ≥ c1|F |q

(t+1)
(n−1)(q−1)

2

, G(0) ≥ c1ε .

where constants c0 and c1 depends on p, q, c, λ, n. We will see that (4.3) blows up
in Γ(p, q, n) > 0. In fact, it is easy to see F (t) ≥ F (0) ≥ c0ε due to F ′ ≥ 0. By
putting it into the second inequality in (4.3), we have

(4.4) G′(t) ≥ c1(c0ε)
q(t+ 1)−

(n−1)(q−1)
2 ,

thus G(t) & (t+ 1)1−(n−1)(q−1)/2 and by (4.3) again, we get that

F ′(t) & (t+ 1)

(
1− (n−1)(q−1)

2

)
p− (n−1)(p−1)

2 .

Heuristically, the lower bound of F (t) could be improved if
(
1−

(n− 1)(q − 1)

2

)
p−

(n− 1)(p− 1)

2
+ 1 > 0 ,
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similarly, the lower bound of G(t) could be improved if
(
1−

(n− 1)(p− 1)

2

)
q −

(n− 1)(q − 1)

2
+ 1 > 0 ,

that is the range ΓGG(p, q, n) > 0, which suggests the blow up result.
To obtain the lifespan estimates, we explore iteration argument and assume

(4.5) F (t) ≥ Aj(t+ 1)aj , G(t) ≥ Bj(t+ 1)bj , j ∈ N .

Without loss of generality, we assume (n−1)(q−1)
2 < 1, then by (4.3), we get that

G(t) ≥
c0(c1ε)

q

1− (n−1)(q−1)
2

(t+ 1)1−
(n−1)(q−1)

2 −
c0(c1ε)

q

1− (n−1)(q−1)
2

+ c1ε

≥
c0(c1ε)

q

1− (n−1)(q−1)
2

(t+ 1)1−
(n−1)(q−1)

2 , t > 0 ,

if we take ε small enough. We start the iteration with

B1 =
c0(c1ε)

q

1− (n−1)(q−1)
2

, b1 = 1−
(n− 1)(q − 1)

2
,

and assume

ΓGG(p, q, n) =
p+ 1

pq − 1
−
n− 1

2
> 0 .

By putting it to (4.3), we have

F ′(t) ≥ c0B
p
1(t+ 1)pb1−

(n−1)(p−1)
2 ,

that is

F (t) ≥
c0B

p
1

1 + pb1 −
(n−1)(p−1)

2

(t+ 1)1+pb1−
(n−1)(p−1)

2 , t > 0 ,

if we take ε small enough. Then we have

A1 =
c0B

p
1

1 + pb1 −
(n−1)(p−1)

2

, a1 = 1 + pb1 −
(n− 1)(p− 1)

2
.

Following this way, we have the iteration equation

(4.6)






Aj =
Bp

j

1+pbj−
(n−1)(p−1)

2

, aj = 1 + pbj −
(n−1)(p−1)

2 , j ≥ 1 ,

Bj+1 =
Aq

j

1+qaj−
(n−1)(q−1)

2

, bj+1 = 1 + qaj −
(n−1)(q−1)

2 , j ≥ 1 ,

If we have

(4.7) Aj ≤ c0ε ,Bj ≤ c1ε , ∀ j ∈ N .

In fact, by (4.6) we have

aj =
( p+ 1

pq − 1
−
n− 1

2

)(
(pq)j − 1

)
, j ∈ N ,

and aj → ∞ as j → ∞. Thus there exist a N0 > 0, such that for any j ≥ N0 + 1,

Aj =
Apq

j−1

ajb
p
j

≤ Apq
j−1 , Bj =

Bpq
j−1

aqj−1bj
≤ Bpq

j−1 .
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For j ≤ N0, we take ε0 ≪ 1 small enough to get

Aj ≤ c0ε , Bj ≤ c1ε , j ≤ N0 ,

for any ε ∈ (0, ε0).
For the sequence Aj , by definition we have that

Aj =
Apq

j−1

ajb
p
j

≥
Apq

j−1

K(pq)j(p+1)
,K =

(
q
( p+ 1

pq − 1
−
n− 1

2

)
+ 1

)p+1

.

Hence we get

lnAj ≥ (pq) lnAj−1 − lnK − j(p+ 1) ln(pq)

≥ (pq)2 lnAj−2 − (pq + 1) lnK −
(
pq(j − 1) + j

)
(p+ 1) ln(pq)

≥ (pq)j−1 lnA1 − (pq)j−1

j−1∑

k=1

lnK + (k + 1)(p+ 1) ln(pq)

(pq)k
.

Note that the series is convergence, that is

S(∞) =
∞∑

k=0

lnK + (k + 1)(p+ 1) ln(pq)

(pq)k−1
<∞ .

Then we have
lnAj ≥ (pq)j−1(lnA1 − S(∞)) .

Thus

F ≥ Aj(t+ 1)aj

≥ e
(pq)j−1

(
lnA1−S(∞)+

(
p+1
pq−1−

n−1
2

)
pq ln(t+1)

)

e−
(

p+1
pq−1−

n−1
2

)
ln(t+1) ,

we can see that

lnA1 − S(∞) +
( p+ 1

pq − 1
−
n− 1

2

)
pq ln(t+ 1) ≤ 0 ,

otherwise, F (t) → ∞ as j → ∞. From which we have the estimate of Tε

Tε . ε−
(

p+1
pq−1−

n−1
2

)−1

.

Moreover, when ΓGG(p, q, n) = q+1
pq−1 − n−1

2 > 0, we use the following iteration

equation




Aj+1 =
Bp

j

aj+1
, aj+1 = 1 + pbj −

(n−1)(p−1)
2 , j ≥ 1 ,

Bj =
Aq

j

bj
, bj = 1 + qaj −

(n−1)(q−1)
2 , j ≥ 1 ,

with

A1 =
cp0c1ε

1− (n−1)(p−1)
2

, a1 = 1−
(n− 1)(p− 1)

2
.

And we can obtain another lifespan estimate

Tε . ε−
(

q+1
pq−1−

n−1
2

)−1

.

In summary, we have

(4.8) Tε .min{ε−
(

p+1
pq−1−

n−1
2

)−1

, ε−
(

q+1
pq−1−

n−1
2

)−1

} .
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4.2. 0 < c < 1. By Lemma 2.2, we have

(4.9)





(∫
D2
ψ
− p′

p

1 ψp′

2 dvg

)p/p′

. eλ(c−1)t(t+ 1)(n−1)(p−1)/2 ,
( ∫

D1
ψ
− q′

q

2 ψq′

1 dvg

)q/q′

. eλ(1−c)t(t+ 1)(n−1)(q−1)/2 .

Thus we get the following ODE system

(4.10)





F ′(t) ≥ c0|G|p

eλ(c−1)t(t+1)
(n−1)(p−1)

2

, F (0) ≥ c0ε

G′(t) ≥ c1|F |q

eλ(1−c)t(t+1)
(n−1)(q−1)

2

, G(0) ≥ c1ε

We will see that the system (4.10) blows up in finite time when Γ̃(p, q, n) > 0. For
that purpose, we set G = H(t)eλ(c−1)t/p, then we have

(4.11) F ′(t) ≥
c0|H |p

(t+ 1)
(n−1)(p−1)

2

, H ′ +
λ(c − 1)

p
H ≥

c1|F |
q

(t+ 1)
(n−1)(q−1)

2

eλ(c−1)t/p′

.

It is easy to see that H(t) ≥ H(0) = G(0) ≥ c1ε. By putting it into the first
inequality in (4.11), we have

F (t) & (t+ 1)1−(n−1)(p−1)/2 ,

then by (4.11) again, we get that

eλ(c−1)t/pH

&

∫ t

t/p

eλ(c−1)τ (τ + 1)

(
1− (n−1)(p−1)

2

)
q− (n−1)(q−1)

2 dτ ,

&(t+ 1)

(
1− (n−1)(p−1)

2

)
q− (n−1)(q−1)

2

∫ t

t/p

eλ(c−1)τdτ

&(t+ 1)

(
1− (n−1)(p−1)

2

)
q− (n−1)(q−1)

2 eλ(c−1)t/p
(
1− eλ(c−1)t/p′

)
,

Heuristically, the lower bound of H(t) could be improved if
(
1−

(n− 1)(p− 1)

2

)
q −

(n− 1)(q − 1)

2
> 0 ,

that is
q

pq − 1
>
n− 1

2
.

While for the case p
pq−1 > n−1

2 , we shall give another intuition. Let H(t) =

eλ(c−1)tF (t), then system (4.10) becomes

(4.12)





H ′ + λ(1 − c)H ≥ c0|G|p

(t+1)(n−1)(p−1)/2 , H(0) & ε

G′(t) ≥ Hq

(t+1)(n−1)(q−1)/2 , G(0) ≥ c1ε

By putting H & ε into the second inequality in (4.12), we have

G′ & εq(t+ 1)−
(n−1)(q−1)

2 ,

thus

G & εq(t+ 1)1−
(n−1)(q−1)

2 .
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And then by the first inequality in (4.12), we get that

(eλ(1−c)tH)′ & εpqeλ(1−c)t(t+ 1)

(
1− (n−1)(q−1)

2

)
p− (n−1)(p−1)

2 ,

thus

H(t) &εpq(t+ 1)

(
1− (n−1)(q−1)

2

)
p− (n−1)(p−1)

2 eλ(c−1)t

∫ t

t/2

eλ(1−c)τdτ ,

&εpq(t+ 1)

(
1− (n−1)(q−1)

2

)
p− (n−1)(p−1)

2 ,

so the lower bound of H could be boosted when
(
1−

(n− 1)(q − 1)

2

)
p−

(n− 1)(p− 1)

2
> 0 ,

which is actually
p

pq − 1
>
n− 1

2
.

To get the upper bound of lifespan estimates, we explore iteration argument.
Without loss of generality, we assume p ≥ q and in this case

Γ∗
GG(p, q, n) =

p

pq − 1
> 0 .

We assume

H(t) ≥ Aj(t+ 1)aj , G(t) ≥ Bj(t+ 1)bj , j ∈ N .

Under this assumption, the first inequality of (4.12) could be simplified as

H(t) ≥e−λ(1−c)t

∫ t

t/2

c0e
λ(1−c)τGq(τ)

(τ + 1)(n−1)(p−1)/2
dτ +H(0)

≥
c1(G(t)/2)

p

(t+ 1)(n−1)(p−1)/2

(1− e−λ(1−c)t

2λ(1− c)

)
≥

c2(G(t)
p

(t+ 1)(n−1)(p−1)/2
,

for some constant c2(c1, λ, p) > 0 and t ≥ 2. And the system (4.12) reads

(4.13)






H ≥ c2|G|p

(t+1)(n−1)(p−1)/2 , H(0) ≥ c2ε ,

G′(t) ≥ c1H
q

(t+1)(n−1)(q−1)/2 , G(0) ≥ c1ε .

Then by the same way in case c = 1, there exists ε0 > 0 such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0),
we have the iteration equation

(4.14)





Aj+1 = c2B
p
j , aj+1 = pbj −

(n−1)(p−1)
2 , j ≥ 1 ,

Bj =
c1A

q
j

bj
, bj = 1 + qaj −

(n−1)(q−1)
2 , j ≥ 1 ,

with

A1 = c2ε , a1 = 0 .

Hence we get that

aj =
( p

pq − 1
−
n− 1

2

)
(pq)j−1 −

( p

pq − 1
−
n− 1

2

)
, j ∈ N ,

Aj =c2B
p
j−1 = cp1c2

Apq
j−1

bpj−1

≥ K
Apq

j−1

(pq)(j−1)p
,K = cp1c2

( p

pq − 1
−
n− 1

2
+ 1

)−p
.
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Then we see that

lnAj ≥pq lnAj−1 − (j − 1)p ln(pq) + lnK

≥ (pq)2 lnAj−2 − p ln(pq)
(
pq(j − 2) + (j − 1)

)
+
(
pq + 1

)
lnK

≥ (pq)j−1 lnA1 + (pq)j−1

j−1∑

m=1

lnK −mp ln(pq)

(pq)m
.

Note that the series

S(∞) =

∞∑

m=1

| lnK|+mp ln(pq)

(pq)m
<∞ ,

thus we get that
lnAj ≥ (pq)j−1(lnA1 − S(∞)) .

Hence we have the lower bound estimate of H(t)

H(t) ≥ Aj(t+ 1)aj = elnAj+aj ln(t+1)

≥ e
(pq)j−1

(
lnA1−S(∞)+( p

pq−1−
n−1
2 ) ln(t+1)

)

e−( p
pq−1−

n−1
2 ) ln(t+1) , ∀ j ∈ N ,

which yields the finite time blow up phenomenon if
(
lnA1 − S(∞) + (

p

pq − 1
−
n− 1

2
) ln(t+ 1)

)
> 0 ,

so we get the lifespan estimate

Tε. ε−( p
pq−1−

n−1
2 )−1

.

5. Proof of Theorem 1.3

Without loss of generality, we assume 0 < c ≤ 1. In this case, we see that
D1 ⊂ D2.

5.1. Blow up for ΓSG(p, q, n) > 0. In this case, we define functionals

F (t) =

∫

D2

utdvg , G(t) =

∫

D2

vdvg .

Then by the system (1.19), we have

F ′(t) =

∫

D2

|v|pdvg , G
′′(t) =

∫

D2

|ut|
qdvg .

To connect F ′, G′′ with F , G, we apply Hölder’s inequality to get the following
ODE system

(5.1) F ′ ≥ c0
Gp

(t+ 1)n(p−1)
, G′′ ≥ c1

F q

(t+ 1)n(q−1)
,

for some constants c0, c1 > 0. By the assumption (1.23) on the initial data, we have
the lower bound of F , G

(5.2) F (t) & ε ,G & ε(t+ 1), t > 0 .

By the same procedure in the proof of Theorem 1.1, the lower bound of F , G
could be improved to

(5.3) F (t) & εp(t+ 1)n−
n−1
2 p , G(t) & εq(t+ 1)n+1−n−1

2 q , t > 0 ,
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under the condition n− n−1
2 p > 0 , n− n−1

2 q > 0, by auxiliary functions

H1(t) =

∫

D1

utψ1dvg , H2(t) =

∫

D2

vψ2dvg .

In fact, by (1.19), we have

H ′′
2 + 2λH ′

2 =

∫
|ut|

qψ2dvg ≥ 0 ,

thus by the assumption (1.23) on the initial data ,

H ′
2(t) ≥ e−2λtH ′

2(0) ≥ 0 , H2(t) ≥ H2(0) & ε .

By applying Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 2.2, we get

ε.H2.
( ∫

D2

|v|pdvg

)1/p(∫

D2

|ψ2|
p′

dvg

)1/p′

.
( ∫

D2

|v|pdvg

)1/p(
(t+ 1)n−1−n−1

2 p′
)1/p′

.

Then

F ′ =

∫

D2

|v|pdvg & εp(t+ 1)n−1−n−1
2 p ,

thus we could integrate the above inequality get the lower bound of F in (5.3).
For the lower bound of auxiliary function H1(t), we need another functional

L(t) =
∫
D1

(
utψ1 + λuψ1

)
dvg, which appeared in the proof of Theorem 1.2. It is

easy to check that

(2H1 − L)′ + 2λc(2H1 − L) =

∫

D1

|v|pψ1dvg ≥ 0 , L′ =

∫
|v|pψ1dvg ≥ 0 ,

since suppu ⊂ D1. Thus by the assumption on the initial data (1.23), we have

(2H1 − L)(t) ≥ (2H1 − L)(0) & ε , L(0) ≥ 0 ,

which yields

H1(t) ≥
L(t)

2
+

1

2
(2H1 − L)(0) & ε .

By applying Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 2.2, we get

ε.H1.
(∫

D1

|ut|
qdvg

)1/q(∫

D1

|ψ1|
q′dvg

)1/q′

.
(∫

D1

|ut|
qdvg

)1/q(
(t+ 1)n−1−n−1

2 q′
)1/q′

,

and

G′′ =

∫

D2

|ut|
qdvg ≥

∫

D1

|ut|
qdvg & εq(t+ 1)n−1−n−1

2 q .

Hence, we could integrate the above inequality twice to get (5.3).
Heuristically, the lower bound of F in (5.3) could be improved by the ODE

system (5.1) if
((
n−

n− 1

2
p
)
q − n(q − 1) + 2

)
p− n(p− 1) + 1 > n−

n− 1

2
p ,
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that is the region

(5.4)
2 + p−1

pq − 1
>
n− 1

2
.

And the lower bound of G in (5.3) could be improved by (5.1) if

((
n+ 1−

n− 1

2
q
)
p− n(p− 1) + 1

)
q − n(q − 1) + 2 > n+ 1−

n− 1

2
q ,

that is the region

(5.5)
p+ 1 + q−1

pq − 1
>
n− 1

2
.

Combine (5.4) and (5.5), we could obtain the finite time blow up result on the range

max{
2 + p−1

pq − 1
,
p+ 1 + q−1

pq − 1
} −

n− 1

2
> 0 .

In the following, we only give the the upper bound lifespan estimate when

p+ 1 + q−1

pq − 1
−
n− 1

2
> 0 ,

since the other case follow the same way. In the same way as in the proof of
Theorems 1.1-1.2, we have that there exists ε0 > 0, such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0),
we could assume the lower bound of F , G by some sequences

F ≥ Aj(t+ 1)aj , G ≥ Bj(t+ 1)bj , j ∈ N .

We start the iteration with

(5.6) B1 = εq, b1 = n+ 1−
n− 1

2
q ,

and by (5.1) we have the relation





Aj =
c0B

p
j−1

aj
, aj = pbj−1 − n(p− 1) + 1 , j ≥ 2

Bj =
c1A

q
j

(bj−1)bj
, bj = qaj − n(q − 1) + 2 , j ≥ 2

(5.7)

Then we get that

bj =
(p+ 1 + q−1

pq − 1
−
n− 1

2

)
q(pq)j−1 + n−

q + 2

pq − 1
.

For the coefficient Bj , it is easy to see that

Bj =
c1c

q
0B

pq
j−1(

aj
)q
(bj − 1)bj

≥
c1c

q
0B

pq
j−1(

pbj + 1
)q+2 ≥

MBpq
j−1

(pq)j(q+2)

where

M = c1c
q
0

(p+ 1 + q−1

pq − 1
+

q + 2

pq − 1
+ n+ 1

)−(q+2)

.



20 MENGYUN LIU

Hence we get

lnBj ≥ (pq) lnBj−1 + lnM − j(q + 2) ln(pq)

≥ (pq)2 lnBj−2 + (pq + 1) lnM −
(
pq(j − 1) + j

)
(q + 2) ln(pq)

≥ (pq)j−1 lnB1 − (pq)j−1

j−1∑

k=1

(k + 1)(q + 2) ln(pq)− lnM

(pq)k

Note that the series is convergence, that is

S(∞) =
∞∑

k=1

(k + 1)(q + 2) ln(pq) + | lnM |

(pq)k
<∞ .

Then we have

lnBj ≥ (pq)j−1(lnB1 − S(∞)) .

Thus

G ≥ Bj(t+ 1)bj

≥ e
(pq)j−1

(
lnB1−S(∞)+

(
p+1+q−1

pq−1 −n−1
2

)
q ln(t+1)

)

e(n−
q+2
pq−1 ) ln(t+1) , ∀j ∈ N ,

which yields the lifespan estimate

Tε. ε−
(

p+1+q−1

pq−1 −n−1
2

)−1

.

Similarly, if we assume
2 + p−1

pq − 1
−
n− 1

2
> 0 ,

with the iteration relation




Aj =
c0B

p
j

aj
, aj = pbj − n(p− 1) + 1 , j ≥ 2

Bj =
c1A

q
j−1

(bj−1)bj
, bj = qaj−1 − n(q − 1) + 2 , j ≥ 2

(5.8)

and

(5.9) A1 = εp , a1 = n−
n− 1

2
p ,

we will have that

Tε. ε−
(

2+p−1

pq−1 −n−1
2

)−1

.

Hence, we obtain the lifespan estimate

Tε.min{ε−
(

p+1+q−1

pq−1 −n−1
2

)−1

, ε−
(

2+p−1

pq−1 −n−1
2

)−1

} .

5.2. Blow up for Γ∗
GG(p, q, n) > 0, c 6= 1 and ΓGG(p, q, n) > 0, c = 1. We define

functionals

F (t) =

∫

D2

(
utψ1 + λcuψ1

)
dvg , H(t) =

∫

D2

vψ2dvg .

Then by the system (1.10), we have

(5.10) F ′(t) =

∫

D2

|v|pψ1dvg , H
′′(t) + 2λH ′ =

∫

D2

|ut|
qψ2dvg .
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In order to relate F ′ with H , we let H1(t) =
∫
D2
utψ1dvg and it is easy to check

that

(2H1 − F )′ + 2cλ(2H1 − F ) =

∫

D2

|v|pψ1dvg ≥ 0 ,

thus by the assumption on the initial data , we have

(2H1 − F )(t) ≥ (2H1 − F )(0) ≥ 0 ,

which yields

F

2
≤ H1(t) =

∫

D2

utψ1dvg .

By applying Hölder’s inequality to H1 and H , we have

∫

D2

|v|pψ1dvg &

( ∫
D2
vψ2dvg

)p

( ∫
D2
ψ
−p′

p

1 ψp′

2 dvg

)p/p′ &
Hp

( ∫
D2
ψ
− p′

p

1 ψp′

2 dvg

)p/p′ ,

∫

D1

|ut|
qψ2dvg &

( ∫
D1
utψ1dvg

)q

( ∫
D1
ψ
− q′

q

2 ψq′

1 dvg

)q/q′
&

Hq
1( ∫

D1
ψ
− q′

q

2 ψq′

1 dvg

)q/q′
.

By (5.10) and Lemma 2.2, we get the following ODE system

(5.11)





F ′(t) ≥ c0|H|p

eλ(c−1)t(t+1)
(n−1)(p−1)

2

, F (0) ≥ c0ε ,

H ′′ + 2λH ′ ≥ c1|F |q

eλ(1−c)t(t+1)
(n−1)(q−1)

2

, H(0) ≥ c1ε ,

for some constants c0, c1 > 0.
Note that the above system could be reduced to system (4.10). In fact, we have

(e2λtH ′)′ = e2λt(H ′′(t) + 2λH ′) ≥
c1e

2λtF q

eλ(1−c)t(t+ 1)(n−1)(q−1)/2
,

thus

H ′ ≥e−2λt

∫ t

t/2

c1e
2λτF q(τ)

eλ(1−c)τ (τ + 1)(n−1)(q−1)/2
dτ +H ′(0)

≥
c1(F (t/2)

q

eλ(1−c)t(t+ 1)(n−1)(q−1)/2

(1− e−λt

2λ

)

≥
c2(F (t/2)

q

eλ(1−c)t(t+ 1)(n−1)(q−1)/2
, t ≥ 2 ,

for some constant c2 > 0 depends on c1 and λ. Hence we get the blow up result when
Γ∗
GG(p, q, n) > 0, c 6= 1 and ΓGG(p, q, n) > 0, c = 1 as well as the corresponding

lifespan estimates.
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